FRENCH  POLITICAL  THOUGHT
In the second place it must not be forgotten that Saint-
Simonism was not merely Socialism; it was both a method
and a philosophy of history that could be turned to other than
Socialist conclusions. Weill may be right to call Sai'nt-Simon
" the first to give to the philosophy of history a character of
absolute certainty, allowing the forecasting of future changes "l;
he may have been, as Leroy remarks, " highly original in
binding together hitherto distinct scientific studies of politics,
economics, morals, religion, natural sciences " ; but all this
can be used in other than Saint-Simonist ways, just as his
other original conception, the organic view of history, is a
better foundation for conservatism than for radical change.
The strongest thing about Saint-Simonism was undoubtedly
its critical side; in fact, Michel goes so far as to state that
"as regards social criticism it said everything " that had to be
said. " Everything " is perhaps too much; but it is certain
that there are few evils of industrialism that Saint-Simonism
did not denounce, or at least glimpse; all that later Socialists
will have to do will be to restate and expound the essentials
of the Saint-Simonist denunciation of cut-throat competition
and wage slavery masquerading as " economic freedom," of
functionless property forfeiting all its claims through misuse,
of the waste of production for profit and not for utility, of the
fundamental antagonism between capital and labour. Saint-
Simon is in that sense the real initiator of Socialist thought,
going often beyond his best-known successors, such as Fourier
and Proudhon. Negatively, at least, there is no Socialist thinker
who is not his debtor, however much he may depart from his
constructive proposals. Positively, his direct influence was of
course limited to the collectivist school; and his true followers
are Pecqueur, Blanc and Marx, as against Fourier and Proudhon.
On the other hand, his frank advocacy of the State control of
economic affairs and his violent attacks on Liberal individualism
caused much heart-searching among many non-Socialists, and
made many nominal Liberals admit a measure of social control
as the only alternative to an anarchical laissez-faire.
The weaknesses of Saint-Simonism are too obvious to need
1 Weill, op. tit., p. 233. But what about Condorcet and Maistrc ?
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